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By Mr. WHITEHOUSE: 

S. Res. 52. An original resolution author-
izing expenditures by the Committee on the 
Budget; from the Committee on the Budget; 
to the Committee on Rules and Administra-
tion. 

By Mrs. HYDE-SMITH (for herself, Mr. 
RUBIO, Mr. CRUZ, Ms. LUMMIS, Mr. 
LEE, and Mrs. BRITT): 

S. Res. 53. A resolution establishing a 
Women’s Bill of Rights to reaffirm legal pro-
tections afforded to women under Federal 
law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOOKER (for himself, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, Mr. TESTER, and Mr. 
PADILLA): 

S. Res. 54. A resolution expressing support 
for the designation of March 2023 as ‘‘Music 
in Our Schools Month’’; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 11 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 

name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
SULLIVAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 11, a bill to amend the Energy Policy 
and Conservation Act to require the 
Secretary of Energy to stipulate, as a 
condition on the sale at auction of any 
petroleum products from the Strategic 
Petroleum Reserve, that the petroleum 
products not be exported to certain 
countries, to prohibit such sales to cer-
tain state-owned entities, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 16 
At the request of Mr. DAINES, the 

name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
YOUNG) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
16, a bill to prohibit the award of Fed-
eral funds to an institution of higher 
education that hosts or is affiliated 
with a student-based service site that 
provides abortion drugs or abortions to 
students of the institution or to em-
ployees of the institution or site, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 31 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 

names of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. MULLIN) and the Senator from 
Alaska (Mr. SULLIVAN) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 31, a bill to provide for 
the development and issuance of a plan 
to increase oil and gas production on 
Federal land in conjunction with a 
drawdown of petroleum reserves from 
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve. 

S. 41 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 

name of the Senator from California 
(Mr. PADILLA) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 41, a bill to reauthorize the READ 
Act. 

S. 57 
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name 

of the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. 
PAUL) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
57, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to permit kinder-
garten through grade 12 educational 
expenses to be paid from a 529 account. 

S. 113 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 

names of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) and the Senator from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. FEINSTEIN) were added as 

cosponsors of S. 113, a bill to require 
the Federal Trade Commission to study 
the role of intermediaries in the phar-
maceutical supply chain and provide 
Congress with appropriate policy rec-
ommendations, and for other purposes. 

S. 142 
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 

name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. WELCH) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 142, a bill to prohibit brand name 
drug companies from compensating ge-
neric drug companies to delay the 
entry of a generic drug into the mar-
ket, and to prohibit biological product 
manufacturers from compensating bio-
similar and interchangeable companies 
to delay the entry of biosimilar bio-
logical products and interchangeable 
biological products. 

S. 148 
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 

name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. WELCH) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 148, a bill to enable to Federal 
Trade Commission to deter filing of 
sham citizen petitions to cover an at-
tempt to interfere with approval of a 
competing generic drug or biosimilar, 
to foster competition, and facilitate 
the efficient review of petitions filed in 
good faith to raise legitimate public 
health concerns, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 156 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 

name of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mrs. BRITT) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 156, a bill to expand the use of E– 
Verify to hold employers accountable, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 165 
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name 

of the Senator from Mississippi (Mrs. 
HYDE-SMITH) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 165, a bill to prohibit the use of 
Federal and local funds to impose or 
enforce a COVID–19 vaccine mandate in 
District of Columbia schools, and to re-
peal the Coronavirus Immunization of 
School Students and Early Childhood 
Workers Regulation Amendment Act of 
2021 enacted by the District of Colum-
bia Council. 

S. 204 
At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 

names of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. BUDD) and the Senator from 
Tennessee (Mrs. BLACKBURN) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 204, a bill to 
amend title 18, United States Code, to 
prohibit a health care practitioner 
from failing to exercise the proper de-
gree of care in the case of a child who 
survives an abortion or attempted 
abortion. 

S. 224 
At the request of Mr. COTTON, the 

name of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. HAGERTY) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 224, a bill to impose sanctions 
with respect to associates of the Inter-
national Criminal Court engaged in in-
vestigations of personnel of the United 
States and its allies. 

S. 225 
At the request of Mr. TUBERVILLE, 

the name of the Senator from North 

Carolina (Mr. BUDD) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 225, a bill to limit dona-
tions made pursuant to settlement 
agreements to which the United States 
is a party, and for other purposes. 

S. 240 

At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name 
of the Senator from Oklahoma (Mr. 
LANKFORD) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 240, a bill to prohibit the use of Fed-
eral funds to ban gas stoves. 

S. 244 

At the request of Mr. COTTON, the 
names of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
VANCE), the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
SULLIVAN), the Senator from Indiana 
(Mr. BRAUN) and the Senator from Ten-
nessee (Mrs. BLACKBURN) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 244, a bill to prohibit 
any rule or guidance that bans gas 
stoves in the United States. 

S. 271 

At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 271, a bill to place a mora-
torium on large concentrated animal 
feeding operations, to strengthen the 
Packers and Stockyards Act, 1921, to 
require country of origin labeling on 
beef, pork, and dairy products, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 298 

At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 
name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. HEINRICH) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 298, a bill to regulate large ca-
pacity ammunition feeding devices. 

S.J. RES. 10 

At the request of Mr. TUBERVILLE, 
the names of the Senator from Kansas 
(Mr. MORAN) and the Senator from 
North Carolina (Mr. BUDD) were added 
as cosponsors of S.J. Res. 10, a joint 
resolution providing for congressional 
disapproval under chapter 8 of title 5, 
United States Code, of the rule sub-
mitted by the Department of Veterans 
Affairs relating to ‘‘Reproductive 
Health Services’’. 

S. CON. RES. 2 

At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 
names of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. WELCH) and the Senator from Ne-
vada (Ms. CORTEZ MASTO) were added 
as cosponsors of S. Con. Res. 2, a con-
current resolution commending the 
bravery, courage, and resolve of the 
women and men of Iran demonstrating 
in more than 133 cities and risking 
their safety to speak out against the 
Iranian regime’s human rights abuses. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. KAINE (for himself, Ms. 
MURKOWSKI, Ms. SINEMA, and 
Ms. COLLINS): 

S. 317. A bill to guarantee that Amer-
icans have the freedom to make cer-
tain reproductive decisions without 
undue government interference; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Ms. COLLINS. Madam President, I 
rise today to join in the reintroduction 
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of the Reproductive Freedom for All 
Act, a bipartisan bill that would re-
store the previous legal framework 
that governed abortion access in this 
country for nearly 50 years since Roe v. 
Wade. This bill would ensure the right 
of women to make certain reproductive 
choices without undue government in-
terference, including the right to ob-
tain and use contraception. 

I support a woman’s right to have an 
abortion, and I believe that the thresh-
old question of whether abortion is 
legal needs to be consistent at the na-
tional level. States can account for re-
gional differences with regulations like 
parental notification requirements, but 
the basic right as articulated by the 
U.S. Supreme Court prior to its deci-
sion in Dobbs v. Jackson Women’s 
Health Organization needs to be the 
same regardless of the State in which a 
woman happens to reside. 

In Dobbs, the Supreme Court aban-
doned a nearly 50-year precedent that 
had been reaffirmed and on which 
women had relied for decades. The 
Dobbs ruling was, as the Chief Justice 
described it, a ‘‘jolt’’ to our legal sys-
tem. This action has further divided 
the country at a moment when, more 
than ever in modem times, we need the 
Court to demonstrate consistency, pre-
dictability, and restraint. 

Prior to the Court’s decision in 
Dobbs, I introduced, with Senator MUR-
KOWSKI, the Reproductive Choice Act 
to enact into Federal law the abortion 
rights established by Roe and affirmed 
by Planned Parenthood v. Casey. 

In the wake of the Dobbs decision, I 
worked with my colleagues Senator 
KAINE, Senator MURKOWSKI, and Sen-
ator SINEMA to draft a more com-
prehensive, bipartisan bill that would 
codify the abortion rights articulated 
by the Supreme Court in Roe, Casey, 
and Whole Women’s Health v. 
Hellerstedt, as well as the contracep-
tion rights first articulated in Griswold 
v. Connecticut and later clarified in 
Eisenstadt v. Baird and Carey v. Popu-
lation Services International. 

Our legislation would enshrine im-
portant abortion and contraception 
rights into Federal law without under-
cutting basic conscience protections 
that have been in place for decades and 
that are relied upon by healhtcare 
practitioners who have religious objec-
tions. 

Our goal with this legislation is to do 
what the Court should have done—pro-
vide consistency in our laws that 
Americans have relied upon for nearly 
half a century regarding the ability to 
make certain reproductive choices. 

This bill would ensure that the legal 
framework in place before Dobbs is re-
instated as the law of the land. Our bill 
accomplishes this goal by tracking the 
Supreme Court’s language in the sem-
inal cases I mentioned. 

Specifically, and consistent with dec-
ades of Supreme Court jurisprudence, 
the Reproductive Freedom for All Act 
provides that a State may not impose 
an undue burden on the ability of a 

woman to choose whether or not to ter-
minate a pregnancy before fetal viabil-
ity. During this time, States may 
enact reasonable regulations to further 
the health or safety of a woman seek-
ing to terminate a pregnancy, unless 
such regulations impose an undue bur-
den. 

After fetal viability, a State may 
regulate or even proscribe the ability 
of a woman to terminate her pregnancy 
but not when such a termination is 
necessary to preserve the life or health 
of the woman. 

Moreover, by codifying Griswold, 
Eisenstadt, and Carey, the bill makes 
clear that a State cannot prohibit an 
individual from obtaining or using con-
traceptives. 

Finally, the legislation specifically 
preserves conscience protections that 
have been relied upon by healthcare 
providers who have religious objec-
tions. 

The best path forward for our coun-
try is to reinstate the legal framework 
that was in place before the Supreme 
Court issued its ruling in Dobbs. Our 
bill would enshrine into law the impor-
tant protections articulated in the Su-
preme Court cases that I mentioned 
without undercutting statutes that 
also have been in place for decades. 

I urge all of my Senate colleagues to 
join me in supporting this legislation. 

By Mr. THUNE (for himself, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, Mr. BARRASSO, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. 
CORNYN, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. 
DAINES, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. 
LANKFORD, Mr. SCOTT of South 
Carolina, Mr. TILLIS, and Mr. 
YOUNG): 

S. 338. A bill to provide account-
ability for funding provided to the In-
ternal Revenue Service and the Depart-
ment of Treasury under Public Law 
117–69; to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 338 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘IRS Funding 
Accountability Act’’. 
SEC. 2. ANNUAL COMPREHENSIVE SPENDING 

PLAN FOR INCREASED INTERNAL 
REVENUE SERVICE RESOURCES. 

(a) LIMITATION ON FUNDING.— 
(1) INITIAL PLAN.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—None of the funds de-

scribed in paragraph (3) may be obligated 
during the period— 

(i) beginning on the date of the enactment 
of this Act; and 

(ii) ending on the date that is 60 days after 
the spending plan described in subsection 
(b)(1)(A) has been submitted. 

(B) ADDITIONAL MORATORIUM.—If Congress 
enacts a joint resolution of disapproval de-
scribed in subsection (c) with respect to the 
Internal Revenue Service spending plan be-
fore the date described in subparagraph 
(A)(ii), then— 

(i) the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
shall submit a new spending plan under sub-
section (b)(1)(A); and 

(ii) the period described in subparagraph 
(A) shall not end before the date that is 60 
days after such new spending plan is sub-
mitted. 

(2) SUBSEQUENT SUBMISSIONS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—None of the funds de-

scribed in paragraph (3) may be obligated 
during any period— 

(i) beginning on the date Congress has en-
acted a joint resolution of disapproval under 
subsection (c) with respect to any spending 
plan described in subsection (b)(1)(B); and 

(ii) ending on the date that is 60 days after 
the date on which the Commissioner of In-
ternal Revenue has submitted a new spend-
ing plan under such subsection. 

(B) ADDITIONAL MORATORIUM.—If Congress 
enacts a joint resolution of disapproval de-
scribed in subsection (c) with respect to any 
new spending plan submitted under subpara-
graph (A)(ii) before the date that is 60 days 
after the date on which such new spending 
plan has been submitted, then— 

(i) the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
shall submit an additional new spending plan 
under subsection (b)(1)(B); and 

(ii) the period described in subparagraph 
(A) shall not end before the date that is 60 
days after such additional new spending plan 
is submitted. 

(3) FUNDS DESCRIBED.—The funds described 
in this paragraph are the following: 

(A) Any funds made available under 
clauses (ii), (iii), or (iv) of section 10301(1)(A) 
of Public Law 117–169. 

(B) Any funds made available under section 
10301(1)(A)(i) of Public Law 117–169 other 
than funds used for the following purposes: 

(i) Eliminating any correspondence or re-
turn processing backlog. 

(ii) Reducing call wait times for taxpayers 
and tax professionals. 

(b) ANNUAL COMPREHENSIVE SPENDING 
PLAN.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.— 
(A) INITIAL PLAN.—Not later than 60 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall 
submit to the appropriate Congressional 
committees a spending plan described in 
paragraph (2). 

(B) SUBSEQUENT SUBMISSIONS.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—For each fiscal year begin-

ning after the plan described in subpara-
graph (A) is submitted and ending with fiscal 
year 2031, the Commissioner of Internal Rev-
enue shall submit to the appropriate Con-
gressional committees a spending plan de-
scribed in paragraph (2) on the date that the 
President submits the budget required under 
section 1105(a) of title 31, United States 
Code. 

(ii) REDUCTION IN APPROPRIATION.— 
(I) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any failure 

to submit a plan required under clause (i) by 
the date that is 7 days after the date the plan 
is required to be submitted and, the amounts 
made available under section 10301(1)(A)(ii) 
of Public Law 117–169 shall be reduced by 
$10,000,000 for each day after such required 
date that report has not been submitted. 

(II) REQUIRED DATE.—For purposes of this 
clause, the term ‘‘required date’’ means, 
with respect to any plan required under this 
subparagraph, the date that is 7 days after 
such plan is required to be submitted. 

(2) SPENDING PLAN.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—A spending plan described 

in this subparagraph is a plan that— 
(i) details how the funds appropriated 

under section 10301(1) of Public Law 117–169 
will be spent over— 

(I) the period consisting of the current fis-
cal year and the next 4 fiscal years ending 
before fiscal year 2032; and 
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